ON THE LATE 


Bom 2 Gel in the 
iniſter jn the eee, +... 
& N e 


. Milliamſon Sermon Preac 
ee General Aſſembly. 


WY”. > 


LE TTE 
City, to a} 


. 
* 
. 


— 


IT — —— 


_ Letter „from a Perſon in 1 
10 bis Friend in tbr City. 


i he eo FAY Jah e. ee 
7 Cont Aa hn,j Age - | 


= 
* 4 { \ 
P. , * | 0 77 8 
- Fs 3 22 { d 
8 2 Ss « - > 2. > 
Printed in the Tear, , 1799 
a bs. « 4 * N ft ; » 
GS * g — 4. " . wn abs 
a 9 85 0 X . 
. ** 
* 
- 4 
* - 
. 1 
* 
* 4 
a + 4 * 8. _ 


4 
Fs. 
- 
* 
* 
„ 
=, 
0 
_S 
- 
4 
* 
_ * 
5 
* 
5 
— 


2 ** 2 2 * 85 
a * 
* * 
* % N ww - * 4 ” 
g * 
Py 
= 
» 
- — . - 
© —_ TP ww ans. = ' * * 1 - PT * 
% * 
* 
9 
4 * 
1 
| F © ce ae. „ "10 ud e 8 „„ * 
. 
* 
. we” 
: 
* 
7 4 
9 o oy 


4 F 
* ry of 
2 
— 


— 1 wr 1 | 4 . 
ail. Mae — tt — ” © EE 3 Le ding 


* 


5 


a De 
SIR, IN 


| Ou require my Thoughts of the Two Papers which you 
lately ſent me. Take them, ſuch as they are. Igive them 
very briefly; and you'll the better underſtand them, that 
We... you have both Papers before you, when you read this. 

The Author of the Letter ( who ſeems to be as warm as wiſe ) 
has many bold ſtrokes, on which 1 muſt nor inſiſt. Particularly, 

I will nct much meddle with his Applauſes of the Zeal of the 
Synods in Odlober laft. I know very little about them. Only 1 
cannot but take notice of this pleaſant Period (p. 1) Tow can- 
not queſtion (ſays he) but all men of ſenſe, who are well affected 

to the Intereſts of Religion and Liberty in the Nation, do bighly Ap=--. 
| plaud the Seaſonable Leal of the late Synods, in declaring therr Ap. 

probation 77 and reſolu d Adberence to the Government of the 
arch as A ſerted in the Claim of Right, and Eftabliſhed* by Lato. 
Let your Prelatiſts think on it: If they donor, e, g, Applaud the 
Synod of Glaſgow and Airs Conflancy to the true Principles of 
the Covenanted work of Reformation, and Approve their Adherence” 
to Presbyterian Government in off aſttion 10 Prelacy; They ate 
_ Arrant Sots or Atheiſts; and ies to the Liberty of the 

arion, . . ASI MISTD SS 

I ſhall ſay no more to his Character of the Late Buerif”s per- 
formance P. 2. than that I have ſeen the Book, and am apt to 
think, as weak as he calls it, it may prove ſtrong enough-(I ſay 
not for his Diſdain, but) for his Reaſon. © 7 6%: CONTIN 

Neither ſhall I inſiſt on his Calling in queſtion the Civil Sove- 
raigns Power of Diſſolving Aſſemblies, P. 17. telling us "Fre "for": - 
the Queen: Honour to ſuy that Her Majefty' can give no ſuch lu. 
ſtruction, &c. Tho 1 mult fay, This is Intrinſick Power wich as. 
Witneſs : And yer 1 trow, they were een a little abruptly Dif- 
ſolv'd, and have not yet been "_—_ to help it. But perhaps They 
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"may Addreſs to the Parliament to Diſcipline Her Majeſty for ſuch 
an Albittaty ſep. . They ſhould, on our Authors Pri nciples; and 


ther atament mould hear them, if Presbytery is the pledge and Bul- | 


_G ark of the Nations Crvii Liberty : p. 13. For Certainly, to offer 
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Violence to the Fence is to Endanger the Incloſure: And what 


more proper, than that the Guardians of the Incloſure ſhould Re- 
eat the Violences done to the Ffences 


But was Presbytety, indeed, the pledge and Bulwart of. the Na- 
tions Civil Liberty? Why? K. James the 6th. found it, and K. 
Charles 1 felt it; And there were Admirable Evidences of it all 
the days of the Covenant, Eſpecially Anno 1648, when, for the 
Security. of the Nations Civil Liberty, the Aſſembly generouſly 
adveritur'd to make Acts againſt Acts of Parliament: what elle, 


then, than Helliſh Artiſice and Malice &c. could it be, that could 


beſpatter *Presbytery, . either with lnfinuations of its Tyranny or its 
Disloyalty? Eſpecialy Coalidering that Presbytery, Pp. 13. 14. har 
given a very pregnant Demonſtration not only of its Conſiſtency with, 
but of its 3 and Loyal Deference to a Legal Monarchy in the 
Late Reign. No doubt even the ] :cobites themſeloes being Judges. 

4 thall as little irſiſt on his Fumes againſt all Indulgences or 


Tolerations to the Prelatiſts. Only one Argument he has to Prove 


that the Prelatiſts cannot plead for either Toleration or Indulgence 
{or the ſake of Conſcience, which is Conſiderable p. 19. It is, That 
the forma! difjerence is matter of Furiſdiftion, not of Beftrine : 
The force of which Argument muſt ly in this, That matters of 
Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction, and by conlequence of Eccleſiaſtical Go - 
vernment, are not matrers of Conſcience: A propoſition which 
ſeems fairly to afford us theſe plain Conſequences 1. That, in 
our Authors Opinion, there are no Dogmata, no Doctrinal Deter- 
minations in the HolyScripture, concerning matters of Eccleſianical 
Government and Jurisdiction. 2. That thoſe Presbyterians who 
ſeparored from the Pcelatical Communien, while it was the Na- 
tional Communion, could not plead that they ſeparated for the 
ſake of Cenſcience, and, ſo, were Schiſmaticks. 3. That our 

Author, whatever keenneſs he has ſhown, in this Letter, for Pres- 
bytery, is, at Bottom and at Beſt, a Diſguiſ'd Latitudinarian. 


Theſ 


Theſe things 1 have only bude at. Many ſuch I omit, *., 


may come to his main Putpofes. Three of them I rake n6 

I. His Concern to have the Government and Rights of his Kitk 
Aſſerted and Ratifi ed by an AR of the Aſſemblx. 
II. His kindneſs to Prelacy and Prelatiſts. And 


III. His Arguments to oblige the Nation to prefer Presbytery to >: 


Epiſcopacy. And theſe I ſhall but hint at too. | 
I. He ſhews a mighty Concern to have the Government and 
Rights of his Kirk, Her Intrinſick Power afferted and Ratified by 
an Act of the Aſſembly. Believe him, and to make ſuch an AR is 
an Important and Neceſſary duty, p. 8. A fliin, neceſſary and 
too long omitted Duty, p. 12. An ungueſtionable Dum p. 15. 
There an abſolute Neceſhty, even now, and at this preſent Criti- 
cal Time to Declare and Aſſert the Rig hrs of the Church. 7 20. 
what Presbytcrian can demurr upon the Seaxſonableneſs,yea abſolute 
neceffity of the General Aſſemblies Claiming and declaring their 
Fuft Right, at this preciſe Time? p. 21. Nay, not to make ſuch 


an AR would be a Sinful and Scandalous, not to ſay Treacherous 


omi{hon. p. 9. * 

Nou, Sir, As 1 am as much againſt the Indifferency or Anbula- 
zorineſs of the Form of Church Government, as any Presbyterian 

can pretend to be, ſo, 1 do meſt chearfully fall in with our Au- 

thor conceining the Iatrinſic Power of the Church. | believe the 


Church to be an Independent Society; and 1 cannot conceive an In- 


dependent Society without an Intrinſict power. I think the 
Churches Intrin/ick power is very manifeſt in her Charter. 1 am 


Fully ſatisfied that the Excellent Chriſtians of the fitſt & be Oentu- 


ries did moſt unanimouſly and firmly believe the Church's Iatrin- 
fick power. . I cannot fee how, without an Intrinfick power, the 
Church can ſubſiſt under Hearheniſh, or Heretical, or Schismati- 
cal Civil Soveriigns. Neichgr can it be juſtly Charged on the E- 
piſcopal Clergy that they afè not for the Irrinſck phwer of the 
Church. as much as the Presbyrerians. You mav remember how 
much they Boggl'a at the TEST, Az. 1681 till the then King, 
with advice of his Privy Council, gave an Explication of it, that 
2 the Church's Ixtrinſick power in moſt expreſs terms. But 
then, OE 1 a 
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One thing I muſt add: It [ that perhaps our Author and I ma 
differ about tome Principles, which, Ithink, muſt go band in hand 
| with. the Churches In?rinfick Power. Particularly, I cannot require 
| of any. Civil Soveraign, that he ſhould eafily allow me to profefs 
and maintain the Intrinfick Power of the Church, within his Do- 
| minions, unlefs I am ready to acknowledge that ſuch Intrin/ick 
h fower is purely Spiritual; Purely maintainable by Spiritual Arms : 
| unleſs I am ready ſincerely & conſcientioufly io profeſs, and take 
| my Oath ont, if required, that the Intrinfic& power of the Church 
| 1 ſtand for, doth not in the leaſt, Intitle het to the uſe of the Materi- 

al Smord in ber own defence. Sure I am, Twas only this Spiritual 

Inrange power that was lnſtituted by our Lord, and profeſſed and 

practiſed by his Apoſtles and the Primitive Chriſtians. 

But our Author's Concern was to have had theſe Interefts of the 

Church Aſerred & Ratificd by an Ad of the Aſſembly: The Interim in 
which the Aſſembly was to meet was ſuch a Critical one, as made 
it Abfolutely neceſſary that ſuch an Act ſhould have been made. 
Llive at ſuch a diſtance from the Politicks and Intrigues of the 
Times, that I cannot tell how tar his acquaintance with them 
might have prevailed with him to Deem ſuch an AZ fo neceſſary; 
Onl „Two things I am pretty well aſſured of. 
One is, that whatever it may be pro hic nunc, as he words it p. 
20. It is not always a Duty, far leſs a Plain, Important, Unqueſtion- 
able duty that Churches make Acts Aſſertory or Declarative of their 
oyvn intrinſick Powers & Rights. No plain Text of Scripture lays any 
ſuch obligation on any Church. No Scripture precedent for it. 
Many Orthodox Churches, fo far as we can Colle& from their 
Records, never thcught it their Duty to make ſuch Acts. They 
thought they had ſurer Foundations than their own 48s, to ſtand 
on. Beſides, It ſeems not very prudent that Independent Socie- 
ties ſhould: make Ads Aſſertory heir own Imrinſick Power: 
It ſeems more Rational to ſuppoſe it, as the Source of all their 
Authoritative aſſertions ot Ratifications. To make a . de- 
pend on an Act of whatſoever Aſſembly, would ſeem to Im 


chat it might be Alienated by Another. And, Pray, If the Nati- 
on wererefolv'd to Alter the Government of the Church, would 
eee Aﬀembly hinder them? How forward. were tit 


9 
Presbyterians for many years after the rene 1637 to ſecure their 
Government, their Intrinſick Power, all their pretended Rig 5 
by both Ads and Actions? Yet, what did all avail them Anno 16452? 
Bur ſay, Iam out in my Reaſoning here, I am not much con- 
tern d. For 2 if 

I have another thing to tell you: It is, that, whatever the Ur- 
gent neeeſſity of having ſuch an Act made, was; Our Author has 
uſed very Odd Arguments to evince ſuch a Neceſlity. I have tak- 
en notice of Ten of them. 

The Firft is, ſuch an Act ſhould have been made by the late 
Aſſembly ; For had ſuch an act been made anno 1690. Facobi- 
70 m & Epiſcopal Schiſin might have been pluck'd up by the Root; 

The Calumnies & Odium wherewinh Presbytery it loaded by its Ma- 
lignant Enemies wip't of; © a Goſpel Miniſtry ſetled & ſecured 
in this Nation, beyond all poſſibility, in an Human way, of ſhak- 
ing it. p. 3. Now, for my Beniſon, tell me, are Acts ot Gene- 
ral Aſſemblies truely Charms? ls their Efficacy only Intelligible 
to thoſe who are skill'd in the My ſteries of the Occult Philoſophy? 
If fo, I have no more to ſay. But if there is nothing of Enchant- 
ment about them, I muſt be Enchanted that day, that 1 ſhall believe 
that an Act of the Afembly go. could have produced ſuch Effects. 
Pluck up Facobitiſm & Epiſcopal Schi ſm by the Roots) A bare AQ 
of a Presbyterian Aſſembly, without the Aid of the Secular Arm, 
work ſuch wonders! Even ſtop the Mouths of all Presbyreries 
- Enemies, - and protect ir againſt all Od/zm! Now, from my heart 
I wiſh it had been tryed, that the World might have feen ſuch 
-an: Extraordinary Phenomenon. But, however, might it not have 
ſetied & ſecured in this Nation a. Goſpel Miniſtry beyond all poſe 
ability, in an Human way, of ſhaking it? Yes, why not? A Go- 
- fpel, i. e. a Presbyrerian Miniſtry , For you know, the Prelatick 
Cletgy were all Jews, Turks, or Heathens. What Title had they 
to the Denomination of a Goſpel! Miniſtery? And yer. after all, 
to ſettle a presbyterian Miniſtery is one thing, and to ſettle & ſe- 
cure it beyond all polſibility, in an human way, of Shakeing it, in 
my Opinion, is another. K 3 

The next two are, 
the Parliament 
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Church, and are rot it of a Jas Divinum of 3 P. 
15 and It would be very Agreable to Her Majeſty and to hö 
who reſolve to ſerve ber Inclination, I Prelacy. might be ſet on a 
more favourable foot in thu Nation than at preſent ut js, 5. 18. 1 
hall ay no Role to both, but ask; whether, ſuppoſing the A 
aſſerting the overnmens and Rights of the Kirk had been made by 
the Aﬀembly. would it have been fo operative as to have Convitr 
ced all men of the Unlawfullreſs of Prelaey, or the Ju Divinum 
of Presbytery? Or whether, would it have turm d het Majeftie's 
Inclinations, her Pious Inciinations to the Church of England, as he 
calls them, p. 13. Feige en 
Hut his Fourth Argument is yer more ſurprizing, viz. That 
_ without the Aſſemblies Ratification of their own Government,” All 
their other Atts want an HEccleſiaſt ical Foundation.” p. 20. For, as 
Fake it, no Acts that want an Eccleſiaſtical Foundation, can be 
called Eccleſiaſtical Acts; And ſo, by our Authors Principles, 
the. Presbyterians, wanting ſuch a Foundation, have hitherto Acted 
nothing Eccleſiaſtically, nor are like to do in haſt: And have they 
not put the Church in happy Circumſtances ?? 
His other fix arguments muſter'd in the two laſt pages, as to 
Force, are e en of a piece with thoſe we have already had. 
The Firſt is readily obviated by an eafy 2 — of the Comi- 
mon Diſtinction between à Srandal given, and a Scandal taten. 
The Second is no more than That he Inclination and pri ſfng de- 
fire of the far greater part of the Church, even ſince the Revoluti- 


on, has been and continues to be that ſuch an A ſhould be made: p. 
20. Now, this ſeems very Queſtionable: For, had the Iaclination 
and preſſing deſire of the far greater purtalways been for it, what 
could have hindered ſich an #& to have been made could not 
the far greater part have Carried it againſt the fr I er: Nei- 
ther will the Diſtinction between the Church Diffuſive, and the 
Churchkepreſentative leſſen the Difficulty: For, had the far greater 
pat of the Church Diffuſive been as much for it, as is pretended, 


ow eaſily might they have Model'd the Church Repreſentatiwve 
according to their Iaclinat ions? How eaſily might they, in their 
Elections of Members for their Aſſemblies, have BaulK'd all falſe 
or faint heatted, or over cautious Bretheren, and choſen none but 
fuch as had ſufficient Zeal for Aſſerting ſuch a weighty 1 3 
LI %d, t 
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But then, ſuppoſing this ail Hinge of the Argument unqueſtion- 
ably true, how will it follow that it was ſo neceſſary, ſo import- 
ant, ſo unqueſtionable a Duty to have made ſuch” an Act? ate the 
ſtrongeſt Inclinatiorrs, the moſt preſſing de fires, even of the far grear- 
er part, ſufficient to ſupport any ſuch concluffon ? Is there not ſo 
much as a fimple poſſibility, that ſuch Inclinationt and de/ires miglit 
have been both unreaſonable and unſeafonable? | 
The Third ſtands upon rhe ſecure foot of May bes. What if one 
ſhould ſay no more, than that what is purely in the State of May be, 
is as much in the State of May - not -· he? 
The 4th and 5th are drawn from fuch Depths of State politicks 
( in which our Author ſeems all along over Head and Ears) that I 
am not to meddle with them. Only, He muſt lend me his SpeQ- 
acles; before I ſhalt be able to fee how an Act of his Aſſembly, 
without better help, ſhall be able to prevent or over rule, or at- 
temper either the Succeſſion or the Union. 
is Le Argument is plainly, that the Aſſembly ought to have 

followed the Fattern ſer them by the Synods, with an Implicite 
Faith, It might have done ſo, and yet done nothing to the Purpoſe. 

Thus you may ſee, how little real Strength was in his Arguments 
for the Aſſembly's making fuch an Act. And it ſeems the Aſſem- 
bly has been ſenſible of their Weakneſs : For, tho this Letter was 
publiſhed in its proper Seaſon, the very day (as l am told”) on 
which the Aſſembly mett, yet, They made no fuch Ack. For any 
thing 1 have heard, they did not ſo much as intend to make a 
ſuch Ac. And by the Behaviour, not only of the Laff, but of a 
the Aſſemblies ſince the Revolution, you may conſider with what 
Ad vantage to his Party he could ſpue out thatBitterneſs, that T] 
obvious to all that the wanr of ſuch an AA declaring the ſenſe 7 the 
Church in favour of Prelaey was a peculiar weakmng Over fight in 
that Obiruded Uſurpition, from attempting which, The goed Prot. 


dence of God had Infatuated the prelates, that they might ſolely «w 
their Being to the Croil Supremacy. p. 2. For, If a providential 
Infatutation muſt needs be in the caſe,” are not the Presbyterians as 
much. 28282 Infatuated as the Prelates were? If the Pre- 
lates, becauſe they wanted an Eccleſiaſtical A8 Aſſertory of 
their Government (cho in * wanted it not) were obliged 
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to o their Being, folely, to the Civil Supremacy, To whom or to 


what does Presbytery hitherto ow irs Being? And ſo I come 


II. To the ſecond thing: His Kindneſs to Prelacy and Prelatiſts. 

Take his word for it, and Prelacy is a pretty urcouth thing. | 

It made. « Lamentable Deformation of the Church. p. 2. It made 
it eyen ſuch a Deform'd thing as it was left by the Apoſtles, and 
continued in the Firſt. and beft Centuries; till at laſt it happened to 
| 5 to be Beaxtifyed with the exact Symmetries ot Presbyterian 
 T arily. 5 

Tis the Effet of the late Preiacy that the Court is always on their 

Guard againſt the Claims of Presbytery and their Intrinſick power 
P. 13.The Fierceneſs of the Kirk, then, and the Liberties ſhe took, 
under pretence of exerciſing her Intrinſick power, in theday's of 

the Covenant, were none of the Cauſes for which, ever ſince the 
Reſtauration of the Monarchy, An. 1660, the Court had ſuch A- 
\ verſions toward Eccleſiaſtical Intrinfick power. *Twas only the 
late diſloyal Prelacy that created, in the Court, ſuch Averſions 
and Jealoufies. at e 
Prelacy has always been a Retrograde flep to Rome. p. 16. 
. Juſt as Presbytery.has been to Paganiſm... _ 2 27 
Ever ſince the Union of the to Crowns, prelacy bath breught 
: this Nation under a Serviſe Dependence.on England, as to all Civil 

as well as Religious Intereſts, p. 17. As if the Nation had ever 
been under a more Se- vile Dependence on England than ſince Pres- 
bytery was laſt Eſtabliſhed. As if no other Reaſon for ſuch De- 


pendence could be Afſign'd. - Will nothing leſs than the Diſuniting 


. of the Crowns ſatisfy our Author? 
Io wiſh f r. the Reflering prelacy in Scotland 3s Flat Con- 
-#radiflion both to Loyalty and the good of the Nation : Tea, to wiſh 


or the Bane and Deſtruclion of Kere 17. Moſt Cer- 
> b i 


:tain! For Presbytery is the very Kernel of Loyalty : Paſhve Obe- 
. dience and non Reſiſtanoe are Eſſential to it. It Admires the He- 
: redirarineſ> of Monarchies, and the Unaccounrableneſs of Mon- 
.archs. The Nation has always proſper'd under it. There was 
never Inſurreft on nor Rebellion; Tumult nor Treaſon; never a 
Drop of Innocent Blood ſhed, never-miſapplication of either Spi- 
ritual or Material Sword; Noching but Peace and plenty, All the 
Bleſſings of Paradiſe, in the day's of Presbytery : Almoſt 


| 7 11 1 | | 
Alnsft all the Grievances which occaſi-n'd the Revolution bad ib 
Riſe ſrom Prelacy in Scotland p. 17. Undoubtedly ! For, what 
elſe, but Scorri/ſh Prelacy, put the VII. 1 the Tower of 
London? and turn'd out the Fellows of Magdalen Colledge ? and 
gave Commiſſions both Civil and Military to Papiſts? and an 
unbounded Toletation to Men of all perſwafions &c. in all the 
Three Kingdoms? Nay, what was it but Scortiſb Prelacy that 
penn d the Presbyterian Addrefs to the late K. J. an d ble ſſed God 
or putting it in his Heart to grant ſuch an Obliging Toleration? But 
you may ſay, He means no more than that the Grievances which 
occaſiond the late Revolution in Scotland had their Riſe from Pre- 
lacy. But do his words bear any ſuch meaning? Can they, with- 
out manifeſt force, offer any other ſenſe than I have taken them 
in? He ſays not. A/moft ul! the Grievances which cerca ſſond the © 
laue Revolution in Scotland bad their Riſe from Prelaey: Bur al. 
mot all the Gricuvancer which occaſſon dube late Revolution had their * 
Riſe. from Prelacy in Scotland. But if you will needs ſay that 
yours is his True ſenſe, I will ſay, It is not Truth: I affitm that 
all the Grievances: Prelacy could have been, Juſtly or Unjuſtly, 
called the Source of, had never produced the late Revolarion! ” 
The World needs nor, at this time o'th' day, be told which were 
it's Cauſes. Irs Caufes were ſuch, as in human Reckoning would 
have produc'd it, tho? all the Prelates and Prelatiſts had been 48 Pi- 
ous men as evet St. Peter or St. Paul were. But to Proceed. 
Prelacy being ſuch an ill ching, how could either Prelates or 
Prelatiſts be Good ? And yet, ſuch an Awkward way has our Au- 
thor taken to prove them Raſcals, that, in my Opinior, they o..y 
him many thanks for it. For certainly Another, tho? of an Invention 
inferiour to what our Author takes his to be; might have blackned 
them with far more Colour. Take a Taſte of the. good offices 
he has done them. W 1 
They were the Tools of Popery in this Nation. p. 11. What is 
this bur plain Irony #.: Certainly our Author knew very well (and 
all the Nation know's that during thoſe two years whereia Po- 
pery was fo Uppiſh,” the Prelatiſts were the men who both preach · 
ed and pleaded moſt agi1inft it; And that the Presbyterians were 
the people in the ata molt in the ſame * 5 
f SF < ts 
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the papiſts, and the moſt Nora 1 ools for furthering their Dc - 
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The Remaining bandful of au Epiſcopal Clergy in Scotland 
cal themſelo's Proteſtants, if N 90h but of the Scottiſh Refer. 
mation they are not, but by their principles, as well as by their late 
2 a backward Remove towards popery. p. 16. whether the 
| n Clergy may be called pa” pax of the Scottiſh Refor- 
tion or ao, may hereafter be conſidered. That which I:take - 
notice of at.preſent is, that by their principles as well as lateprace . 
ice, they are a backward Remove towards popery. How could 
better Service be done them? What Influence can this have 
more naturally on any Ingenuous Reader, than to make him fit 
down and. Conſider what popiſh principles are maintained by the 


Epiſcopal Clergy; and how many of them have turn'd Papiſts 


| fince the Revolution? And when he finds that not one of them 


has rurn'd Papiſte; Not one of them profeſſes any popiſh principles, 
muſt not his Charity inel ine him to entertain a good Opinion of 
them as men, who, tho grievouſly perſecuted, have yet adhered to 
their principles, and have not wavered as to their Religion; what 
ever Letitudes ſome of them may have allow'dthemſelv's in mats 
ter's which they think to be purely of Crvil.Conſederation? I am 
the more Inclia'd to think, he intended to do them this good Office, 
when I conſider that he ſeems to have ſpoken deliberate Nonſenſe, 
here; For, pray, what ſenſe is it to ſay that The Eprſcopal Clergy - 
ere a 'Backward Remove towards popery ? Again Fudd! 
As Popery and Slavery go together, ſo the prelates have alwayes * 
been the Greateſt Enemies of the Civil Liberties of this Nation, 
and ſo many 1 > Tools for Arbitrary Government as well as . 
Incendigries and Iuſtruments of perſecution. p. 17 18. ſtill gore 
good Service! For, as the Antecedent propoſition in this Com- 
pariſon is Obviouſly Falſe, Pop-ry and very great Liberty Conſi ſt- 
ing very well in diverſe Countreys; $9 the Reddirion, that 15 
Prelutes have always been the greateſt Enemies of the Civil þiberties 
of the Nation, and ſo many prepired Tools for Arbitrery Gouern- 


met, is notoriouſly Ridiculous: For, ( in our time, at leaſt) . 


there wete always very Few of the Prelates, Privy Councellours; 
very few, of them, therefore, had any hand in the Exccative pare ; 
W | l 7 0 


of the Government. They bad, ded, their Imall ſhare of che 
Legis/atrve , with their Fellow Peers and Subjects, they had an 
Intereſt in mekeing Laws: But how is it imaginable that thereby - 
they could be Exemies of rhe Civil 9 a the Nation, o 
7 Tools for Arbitrary Government ? | thought the Civil f 

iberties had been the ſame with Legal Liberties of the Nation: 
and how can any Government that is according to. Lew be called 
Arbitrary? But were they not Incendiaries, and Inftruments f 
perſecution £ I they were, they were very ill at it. The Presby-. 
terians, indeed, in the day's of the Covenant did fer them a 
very fair Copy of thoſe vęrtues; But the Prelates were never able 
to write up to it, | A 1 

But did he intend them any Kindneſs when he ſaid, that Hos 
ever there have been and ſtill are Excellent Men of that order and 
way in ot her Churches, yet, in this Church, they have been gene- 
rally Countenancers of profaneneſs and of all manner of Licentious 
Living; And their Supporters & Adberents have been, and are, 
for the noſt part, Men Z that Character: Neither could it be - 
therways : For no man, ſince the Reformation, could never climb t. 
a Biſhoprick but by tbe Steps of perjury & of a Shipwreck't & pro- 
Hitutad Conſcience? p. 17. Noqueſtion, as much as in any thing 
be has ſaid about them. Mark his diſcourſe well and you may diſ- 
cover theſe Favours in it. | oe * 

1. He has made it perfect Myſtery that they ſhould be ill Men. 
You fee, he grants chere haue been & ſtill are Excellent mer of the 
Epiſcopal Order & way in ut her Churches: "Tis only in this Church 
they have been generally Countenancers of profaneneſs, &c. Is not 
the Order then, in it ſelf, very innocent? So very innocent that, 
in other Churches, excellent Men have been and are of it? What, 
then, can it be that makes all Biſhops ſo very bad Men in Scotland? 
Is it the Soi or the Air or any thing of that Nature? If fo, How 
comes it that ſuch 2 cauſes work ſuch Moral Effects only on 
the Scotriſb Prelatiſts? Phyfical Cauſes are Naturally diſpoſed to 
Act Uniformly : what then can it be, that hinders them from have- 
irg the ſame Irfluences on Scott iſß Presbyterians? Now, if this is 
81d Reaſoning, is it not plain that our Author was indeed 
Laughing at that Common Cant, That all Scotiſßh Biſhops have 
been bad Men? That this was the matter with him; ſeems far- 
ther plain, when you confider N 


2. That 
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| i, 
| 2. That wich the Prolates he involves all their X Ad. 
| berenti in the ſame Condemnation. Now, 1 take the prelaticai 
2228 to have been, as much as any other men in the Nation, 
the Supporters and Adherents of the Prelats; and yet our Author, 
when ttuely Serious, is very angry with thoſe of his party, for not 
being franker at Aſſuming thoſe of the Epiſcopal Presbyrers who 
might have been induced to joyn them. Then, he calls thoſe pre · 
Jariſts, nen of merit; nen that might. have added a confiderable 
|  firength to the Churchand her Government, p. 19. which, hour 
„ could he ever have thought on. it all the Epiſcopal Clergy had 
' .- been-really and in good Earrveſt, ſuch men às he here Character zes? 
4 Had they been ſuch, indeed, Doubtleſs Mr. Williamſon had been 
1 rather in the Right, who, im his Sermon. p. 14. is plainly againſt 
0 tempering with ſuch flee Compmiont. Add to this 
3. That ir ſeems evident that he intended what follows in theſe 
| words, Neuber-couldit otherwiſe be, for no man in Scotland could e- 
ver Climb to Biſhoprick, but by the Reps of Perjury Re. that he 
. might have Cauſe to Laugh at any man that fhould belie e him. 
4 For, if he knows any thing at all of our Hiſtory, he cannot but 
know that for the firſt twenty years after the Reformation, there 
5 was neither Real nor pretended Oath againſt Epiſcopacy. If he 
4 has good skill in.our-Hfliftorv,, he cannot but know that Epi ſcopacy 
| was not Abjured for about Eighty Years after the Refarmation. If 
| he has a competent skill in Caſuiſtick Diviniry; He cannot but 


4 


' know that an Oath Unlawfull on the matter binds not; And that 
1 an Oath is only a Perſonal Bond ( as one of his own.Caſuiſts, D.- 
| Anes, can tell him) and therefore, though Lawful onthe matter, 
0 binds none but thoſe who have perſonally taken it. nd he that 
2 knows'theſe things cannot be ſo Stupid, as not to know; that in the 
1 Dec urſe of t 40 years, in a Nation wherein are XIV Biſhopricks, 
5 very many men might have got Biſhopricks wi chout aſcending do 
1 them by any Steps of Perjury. gn 
There are other two things, which at firſt view, may ſeem to be 
level'd agaiaſt the Prelates & Prelatiſts : Phe One, That Biſhops 
in Scotland can never be maintain d withoit a Commiitee of Articles 
i to ſaue them from the Parliament, and a ſtanding Army to ſave ” 
[ them [rom the People &c. p. 17. The other, That all tbe Suffer- 
'F - | | | | a 
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iner of the Prelatiſts _ not to the Hundred part of what the 
Presbyter * for not conforming to Prelacy. p. 18. who 
can entertain ſo mean an opinion of our Author, as to think he was 
Serious in theſe matters? 1s it not plain that he defign'd them for 
pure Banter, to expoſe the muſty Cant of the meaner writers 
-of his Party, who have ſo often publiſh'd ſuch fullſome Stuff to 
the World? . | WIS 
But if you will needs Imagine, that he was truely Serious in all 
theſe pitifull Buzzings, againſt the Biſhops & their Clergy, Do fd, 
For all he has ſaid, the Prelatiſts may fleep ſound enough: Na 
they ought not to take, in ill part, any thing he has faid ; Confi 
dering, He haswus'd as great Freedom with rhoſe of his own Party. 
All ot them-whs were not for his meaſures he has beſtow'd as hatd 
Language on. He ſays that the Aſſembly 17500 was inveigl'd int 
moſt invidious & unnatural Chicane about a Name, gs the Commiſ- 
fien before them bai been Influenc'd very oddly to ſhuffle about a Faſt 
p + That ſome of the Miriflers healers, the nearer that Ligbt ac 
to #hem ſeem reſolu d to wink the harder. p. 5. Than which 
Character, none harder to be found, in all the New Teſtament, 
beſtowed on the moſt Obſtinate Jews. Nay; Thoſe of his own 
Party who diſſent from him, are neither Prudent, nor Cautinus 
nor Faithful, ibid. And how deſpitefully does he fling, evenat ſome 
of the beſt Friends of his Cauſe, upon their being turn d out of 
State Imployments? Ih. they were believed to have the trucſt 
'Zeal for the Church; yet, if their Zeal had been mere True and 
Uniform, their Fall had been more vegrated. p. 12. Further, 
thoſe who are not for his Act are In/ipid p. 17. and guilty of a 
Criminal negled : p. 19. And the Aſſembly it felt, now it has not 
hearkn'd ro him, has involu'd this Church inthe Crime of ſelf-Fellony 
(Dy, then, when it will it ought not to be buried in the Chuch- 
| hard) and bar brought ber under the Infamy of « moſt Contempt ible 
CheapneſsR&c. p. 21. This, methinks, is never an Ace better than 
the Lanentable Deformation made by the preceeding Prelacy. p. 2. 
So much for the firſt two main Marrers in the Letter : Before 1 
come to che Third. let me turm a little to Mas. David: dei mon; 


wherein, how many things Surprizing r 
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Surpriring Grammat and Intec e. g. It i Encouraging to 
48, Her Majeflies repeated Aſſurances, and Her Raya! Reſolution 
Nc. And, I: zs a/ſo Enconraging, the Expreffions of ber Majefties 
Commiſhoner &c. p. 3. And, Broad leaves of Profeſſion bringing 
forth wild Grapes &c. p. 10. And in every Page, the Nous of 
the Plural join d with the Verb of the Singular Number, after the 
Greek Faſhion ; with Scores of ſuch unimitable Elegancies.. 
Surprizing Afiſtance : I pray ( ſays M. D.) his word may be 
Spoken and heard, not as the word of. man, but as it is, Indeed, the 
toord of the Liuing God. p. 3. And, 1:/hell now ſpeak what my 
Lord and Maſter gives me to ſay, whoſe Ambaſſador I am, am 
whom | Repreſent. p. 4- It might be Unmannerly to call for this 
Ambaſſador s Credentials : 1 only therefore ask, Has Sr. Paul an 
where expreſſed greater Aſſurance of Diuime Infpiration? I thin 
he was not ſo conkdent, 1, Cor, 7. Had it not been for this Inſpi- 
ration, N ; I . 
How Surprizing alſo had his Gt of Pr-phecy been? He ſeems 
to play the Prophet ſomewhat faintly, indeed, when he fays, He 
chuld venture to Propheſie that there ſhall not he a Bleſing in the 
Union between the two Nations, if the Ark of God get a wrong 
ouch, i. . as he himſelf explains it, if the Presbyterian Govern 
ment of this Church be not ſecured. p. 51. But who knows how 
far the Modern Spirit.of Prophecy may turn jadded when too far 
4 ſpurr'd on This is Certain, when the Spirit was Freſher, our 
„ Prophet was Brisker. Then, of thoſe whe do not due Reverences 
| to the Covenant, he could ſay (and with a pretty Theological 
þ IF, too,) If the-Lord liue, their Bands ſhall be made ſtrong, if they 
1 Re pe m not. (p13. ) But whether this was ſurprizing or no, 
Wilen del fa Eigh opoſed (p. 6. 7.) and 
4 His method is furpriaing: Eight points pro (p. 6. 7.) an 
Ten proſecuted (p. 22.) And how often one Topiek ſplited or 
1 diſguiſed into many, to make upa goodly Number? . 
2 How many Surprizing Applications and Improvements of Texts 
of Scriptureall the Sermon over? Once more, 
What ſurprizing heights of Reaſon in almoſt every page? Not 
to mention his providential Reaſonings ( p. 50. 58.) Not to 
meddle. with his ſallies againſt the main Foundation of the preſent 


Pres- 
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Presbyterian ſettlement, the Inclinations of the People (. 33. 58) 
Nor with diverſe things already hinted at; ſuch as the Ferod be- 
. tween the Scotch Soil and Prelacy p. 36: the Advances the Biſhops 
made to make us Slaves and Papiſts; p. 43. 49. and the Diſloyal- 
ty of Prelatiſts: p. $6. not to enquire with what reaſon D. San 
derſen is cited for the Obligatory force of the Covenant p. 59 
Nor into the Juſtice of his Cenſute of Mr. Cants Sermon Preach'd 
on the 30th. of Januar, Laſt; tho I have ſuch an Opinion of 
both Mr. Cunt's Cauſe and his Abilities to Defend it, when he 
ſhall think it Seaſonable, as makes me think Mas. David.had done 
as wiſely to have let it alone: To paſs thefe things and twenty 
more ſuch, ler me only touch at Three or Four Inftances. And 
I. Did you ever ſee any thing more Surprizing, than that which 
he has about Cavenants? p. 12, 13. One Covenant there is 
( ſuppoſe the ſolemn League and Covenant) which we may not 
quite. Why? God is our Party to whom this Nation Covenamed, 
once again and a Third. Time, and who dare bid him Conſent? Per- 
el you may ſay, no need of bidding him Conſent to part with it, 
till 'tis firſt prov'd-by wrt or witneſſes, that he Conſented to the 
making of it. All I ſay, is, that Mas. David was certainly in the 
Right when he ſaid, he was not for preſſing the taking or Renew- 
ing of the Covenant, tho” hecwn'd the Binding vertue of it: Yor, 
if, tho” neither Taken nor Renewed, it has a Binding vertue, to 
what purpoſe ſhould any man preſs the Taking or Renewing fit? 
II. Are you not Surpriz'd at the power he allows to the Civil 
Magiſtrate in Church matters? p. 34. He has Authority, and 118 
ba duty-totake caret hat Unity and Peace be preſerved intheChurch, 
and the Truth of God - kept pure and Intire : He ought to Suppreſs - 
not only all Blaſphemies, but Hereſies; and prevent or Reform all 
Corruptions in worſhip and Diſcipline ; and ſee that all Ordinances 
of God be duly ſettled, adminiſtrat and obſerved : For better effettu- 
ating whereof, be hath power te call Synods &c, And if a Church 
Fudicatory ſhould Conclude a point of Injuſtice, the Magiſtrate may or- 
derthe Reſuming of the matter. & takeing it to ſecond thoughts ſo Re- 
feind ibeir own: At: Vea, if a Church were Corrupted, Fudicoto- 
ries and all wrong, that they weuld do nothing ; in that caſe. he 
may lay ſuch Fudicatories — by bis on power, Here 
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is Ground for a volume of Speculations nice enough: At preſent, 
only ask, What is now become of the Church's Indeperdency and 


ther Intrinſſct power, when ſhe muſt ſo much depend on a peter ſo 
very Extrin/ick to her? And where is there Room for Mas. Da- 
wide Diſtinction between the Magiſtrates Czmulative and his Pri- 
vat ive Power? Forifthe Magiſtrate has a Power to Jay aſide Church 
Fudicatories , and Reform by his own power, has he not notoriouſly 
a privative — Nor will it avail to ſay, He has only ſuch a 
power in Extraordinary Caſes, and, ſuch Extraortinary Caſes 
are not to be made Ordinary Rules: For, who ſhall be Judge whe- 
ther the Caſe is Ordinary or Extraerdinery? muſt not the Magi- 
ſtrate himfelf? Nay muſt ke not be abſolute Judge? May he 
not, or rather, muſt he not judge without being Bound to take Ad- 
vice? All the power Civil Magiſtrates uſe ro Claim in Church 
matters, they only found on their Soveraignty : And Genuine So- 
veraignty can allways Act by it ſelf. Beſides, whoſe advice can 
he be ſuppoſed obliged to take? Mas. David himſelf will nor 
allow to Inferiour Laicks to be Judges in ſuch matters: And by 
his own Hyporbefis, The Civil Magiſtrate cannot be bound to take 
advice from the Church. The Church Diffuſive, I think, cannot 
well give advices but by the Church Repreſentative; And the 
Church Repreſentative is what the Magiſtrate may /ay aſide, and 

without whoſe Conſent he may Reform by his own 6 
III. One might likewiſe take to task his Complaints about Bap- 
412ing and Marrying p. 51. In ſnort, for my part, Let a Law be 
made to Hang every Miniſter, Epiſcopal ot Presby terian, u ho 
Marry's any perſon Clandeſtinely, without the knowledge or con- 
ſent of Parents, or within the forbidden degrees &c. Only, let me 
Smile at one of Mas. Davids Arguments, which is If Clandeſtine 
Marriages ſhall be allowed to eſcape Scor-free. who are ſeture of 
their Children? I do not Smile ar it becauſe ir is a weak Argue 
ment; But hecauſe ir puts me in mind of the Trick was play d to 
the Lady Cherry- trees. ny | 
IV. Oae might alſo rake notice of the Hideous noifes he makes 
on all occaſions, about the Sufferings of his party, particularly p. 
45. 46. &c. I ſhall do no more than tell you ( what few men need 
be told) that I do not remember that ever any man was 8 
5 Ne 
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Confined, Impri ſon d or Nimes, Forfeited cr Tortur d, purel7 
for being a presbyterian; purely for believing or profe ſſing that the 
Church ought to be Govern'd by Paſtors acting in parity. But if 
men will Rebell againſt, or plot the Subverſion of Rigi Au- 
thority, it muſt go hard with human Societies, if ſuch men muſt: 
not be called to an Account, + Yar oh TE 
V. To his Ranting againſt Patronages. p. 60. I ſhall only An- 
ſwer by asking, Whether a Patron may not beas good a Judge of 
One's Qualifications for being a Miniſter, as a Mob? Whether 
the preſent way of Elections prevents all poſſibility of Simoniacal . 
Compacts? Ard; whether Mas. David himſelf can ingenuoufſy 
fay, that theſe who are now adays promoted by the Moddiſh Calle, 
do, in Sufficiency, ſo tar exceed Thoſe who in former Times were 
promoted by Preſentations? 252 

Theſe things have but nam'd : Twenty ſuch, for brevity I in- 
tirely paſs over, and ſhall only take notice of a few of many of 
his Surprizing Hiftorical Diſcoveries. Particularly | 

1. When there were but tus ſons in the Church, ( fay's he p. 
13.) Ihe ene ws a Saint, the other an 11} Spirit. How an ill. 
Spirit can be a Son of the Church, as 1 take it, is no Hiſtoricall 
Queltion z therefore I do not ask it. But who told Mas: David 
that till Cir killed Abel, Adam had no more Sons © 
2. He Reads of « Noble Champion p. 25. who asked of the Enpe- 
rour Valens. Liberty of Exercife to the Chriſtians, and that Va- 
lens deny dit. Doth not this fairly import that Mas. David took 
Vleis tor an Heathen Emperour? Who was his Author for this?. 
Sure I am, All the Common Hiftorians allow him to have profeſ- 
fed Chriſtianity, tho he was indeed an drin: Now, tho an Ari- 
an Emperour might have refuſed Liberty of Exerciſe ts the Or- 
thodox (as Valens did indeed perſecute them) Yet, how is it. 
imaginadle that an Emperour, himſelf a profefs'd Chriſtian, would 
have denyed Liberty of Exerciſe to Chriſtianity © | | 
3. Pag. 29. He makes Pharaoh, Sau! Hamin, & Hero] (nor the 
Four Monarchs. but) the four Monwrehies that made war with the 
Kingedomof Chriſt. Who was his Author for this? Or, what Commen-- 
tator encourag d him to cite for this the 2 h of Daniel's Propheſies? 

3. What made him 1 Mr, Ibomas Urgubart may 
. 22 | : 
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had an Extraordinary Rais f Whatever he was, I have it from 
very good hands thathe Died of a very Ordinary Diſeaſe, a Pleu- 
riſie; and that he was honeſtly Buried, after the faſhion ot the 
Countrey where he had liv'd. Tis True, he was never Married, 
and ſo had not fallen on the Knack of taking ſeven or eight Wives 
to prevent Plet hories and Pleurifies. _ 75 
5. I know, Livy (Decad IV. Lib. V.) ſays, Confilta callida 
7 audacia prima ſpecie lata, trallatu dura, eventu triftia eſſe. 
] ſhall not Ray to quarrel with Mas. Ds. Tranſlacion. I only ask, 
In what Book-of-what Decad has Lruy ſaid, that Carnal pelicies will 
leave thoſe who uſe them with the ſad Lamentation of that great 
Politician Tully whoſe policy, bad kept him in place and Honour 
in time of ſeveral Emperours © p. 33. In all the known Decads 
of Livy, I have not found Tv/ly ſo much as once Named; far leſs 
that his policy had kept him in place and Honour in the time of ſe- 
veral Emperours. All other Hiltorians, who make mention of him, 
do indeed allow him to have our-liv'd Julius Ceſar, the firſt Ro- 
man Emperour: But then they do as unanimoully affirm, that he 
was Cut off in the days of the Triwmvirare, long before OfZauia- 
nus { the ſecond Emperour) was in full Poſſeſſion of the Roman Em- 
pire. Beſides, ſo fat as 1 remember, none of them gives him the 
Character of a great Statesman. Oratory and Philoſophy, as all 
account, were his main Talents. Has Mas. D. thoſe Decads of 
Livy, the loſs whereof the Learn'd World has ſo long Bewailed ? 
6. Who told .M D. that here were no Chriſtian Magiſtrates. 
for the firſt three Hundred years? p. gg. How is this Conſiſtent 
with the pretentions of, even. his own Party, who will needs have 
ſo many &co1ti/þ Kings Chriſtian, before the year 3000? 5 
7. Where did he Read (as he has ir p. 36.) that all the Excle- 
fiaſtical Ambaſſadours who were at the Synod Dort, two only 
excepted, Subſcribed to the Divine Right of Presbyterian Gopern- 
ment? Thrice two Bxitiiſb Divines (The Biſhop of Landi. D. 
Dave nant, D. Hatl, D Ward, D. Goad, and D. Balcanqu al ) 
were, ſooner or Later, at the Synod of Dort; and I thought, none 
of them had given any ſuch Subſcription. 
. 8. The Author of the little Book, intituled The Government & 
Order -of the Church of Scotland. Printed. Edin. anno 1644. J al- 
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 waystook to have been à Scet, & not a Generous Engliſh Gentle. 
man, as M. D. has it p. 37. Becauſe, in a Book called a Review 
Examination of the Pamphlet bearing the Name of Proteſters no 
Subverters &c. I found that little Book attributed to the worthy 
Mr. Henderſon of precious Memory. a 
M. D. (in that ſame 37th page) is the firſt Man from whom 
I have learned, that 8724 was in Scotland. In the next Sermon he 
publiſhes, I wiſh he may be at the pains to tell us, what year, & 
on what Occaſion. 1 85 | 
10. What Confeſſion of Faith is it that hath, in the „th page 
of its Body, that which M. D. mentions, 5. 38. vis. that it 4 
the rare privilege of the Church of Scotland That about the ſpace of 
54 years, without Schiſm, let be Hereſie, ſhe bath Rept and holden 
faſt Unity, with purity of Dotfrine? No ſuch words could be in 
the Confeſſion of Faith Ratified by A& of Parliament, An. 1567. 
Nor in the Negative Confeſſion Sworn to An. 1581. Not a Syl- 
lable to that purpoſe in the Conſeſſion of Faith Compiled and Eſta- 
bliſhed by the General Aſſembly at Aberdeen An. 1616, Publiſh- 
ed in Calderwoods Hiſtory p. 668. &c. Nor in the Weſtminſter 
Confeſſion: And theſe are all rhe Scottiſh Confeſſions 1 have ſeen. 
I confeſs, indeed, there is ſome ſuch thing in the Preface to the 
Corpus & Syntagma Conſeſſionum Fides &c. Printed at Geneva An. 
1612. But I think that Preface is no Confeſſion of Faith. And 
the Author of it, whoever he was, had been in a miſtake, if he had 
attributed the Unity of the Church ot Scotland, purely to her being 
of Presbyterian principles: For beſides that ſhe was not of ſuch 
principles, as hereafter may be rouched, The Presbyterian Princi- 
ples are not ſuch as caneffectualy prevent all Schiſm. They did not 
prevent the Schiſm between che Remonſtrators & the Publick Reſo- 
Iutioners. They do not, at this day, pur an end to the Schiſm be- 
tween the preſent Regnanr Kirk and rhe Cameronian;. | 
* 11. The Perſts do indeed moſt impiouſly deny reveal d Religion, 
but that they deny future Puniſhments and reto wds is a Dilcovery 
I ow ro Mis Dwvid p. 5858. | „ 
12 | am however, yet to learn who that Arch. Prel. te was, of 
whom M. B. ſays p. 59; That in rhe firft Pirirument of theip 
Reign, He Rode up in State, in his Velvet Gown, to ibe Parlia- | 
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2 
went Houſe, but get not leave to ſit M bring Suddenly ſmitten 
and carried to his Lodgings. &c. Tis certain, no Prelate rode the 


Parliament Ar. 1661. for the Order was not reſtored hy. Act of 
Parliament till May, 1662. Tis Certain that Farrfoul Arch Prelate 
of Glaſgow. did not live to ſee the Concluſion of that, far leſs, the 
beginning of ann tber Parliament. And nothing more certain 


than that, to this very hour, No ſuch Fate attended any other 


Scottiſh Arch-Prelate. | . 

Theſe Inſtances might ſerve as ſufficient Evidences of M Des, 
Accuratneſs at Hiſtoncal deductions, yet, by and by, after | have 
relurn'd to the Author of the Letter, you ſhall have more. 


% 


atti 2 
Aan has only aſſerted 


what has been 600 Times Expoſed. 


Neither Author has attempted to prove Preshytery from the Re- 
cords, of the Primitive Church; Not ſo much as one anciert Fa- 
tber or Council nam'd by either of them. M. D. Tis true, has, 
from the litile Book mentioned before, called he Government: 


& Order of the Church of Scotland, cited Mr. George Will art, Be- 


242, K. James the ſixth (that mighty Presbyterian ) Brightman 


c. p. 37 Fc. very ancient Witnelles! the Eldeſt ot them full 15 
Centuries after the Birth of our Saviour. Is not this Venerable 
Antiquitie? But I muft cut ſhort. In a word then : 
Beth Authors have their powerful Arguments frem the Scot- 
tiſh Conſtitution: And ſo far as I am able to compretend them, 
they are theſe Fr „ = 
I. Presbytexry was received in this Kingdom with Chriftianity. 
II. OurRetormation was carried on, onthe principles of Pres- 


* 
of 
wo 
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II. Presbytery is Incorporated in the claim of Right 
IV. The Prelatiſts are Schiſmaticks. X. Wat dee. 
I. Presbytery was received in this N with Chriſtianiiy 
it. ſelf. So Mas. D p. 36. Another would perhaps ſay, what 
hen? What if, when Chriſtianity was firſt propagated in Scor- 
land, the Conſtitution of the Church was not, in an inſtant, finiſhd 
and perfectedꝰ And what can be a better Argument of the Im- 
perfection of our Church's Conſtitution, than that it was Presby- 
'terian, conſidering that in thoſe days, the Government of all 
Churches whoſe Conſtitutions were geem'd perfect, was confeſ- 
ſedly Epiſcopal? All 1 ſhall ſay is, that Mas. David knows no 
more ales or 'buw Chriſtianity was received in this Nation, Nor 
what was the firſt Government of the Scottiſʒ Chutch, than, when 
'the Day of Judgement ſhall be. No man knows tr. We have 
no Records, to be Rely*d on, about it. Our own Hiſtorians are 
too late to be witneſſes in ſuch a Matter; And there is no ſure 
Account, that I have ſeen, till Preſpers time, perhaps not till Bede's 
And both theſe depoſe for our Churches Governments being 
Prelatical, Indeed it is to be preſum'd that ſo ſoon as we had a. 
Church, Her Government was like to that of other Churches. 
II. Our Reformation was Carried on, on the principles of Pres- 
bytery. So both Authors. The Church of Scotland was reform d 
From Popery by Presbyters ; and eur Reformers threw off the whole 
Hierarchy at once, together with the reft of the Romiſh Errours. 
So che Author of the Letter p. 16. Presbytery was ingraft in our 
Reformation Says M. D. p. 16. we bad it in a ſpectal manner 
with our firft Reformation from Antichriſſ ian Darkneſs, And it was 
inlaid with eur Reformation &c. p. 36. Nay it te Solemmiy Sworn 
Fo by perſons / all Ranks in the Nation above an hundred years ago. 
ibid. So they have aſſetted; but how have they Proved?' 
Ibis 3s plain ( lays the Author of rhe Le'ter p. 16 from all our 
Hiſtories, & Add. 7 Aſſembly e Books of Diſcipline. From all 
our Hiſtories, ſay I, from the Acts of Aſſemblies for at leaſt the 
firſt fifteen years, and from the firſt Book of Diſcipline nothing 
plainer chan the Contrary. But Sir Thomas ' Hope in his 4bbreviate 
of the order of dfſendlics 86, Baz oblerved theee thiogs' Letts oy 
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| £24 'J , 
I. In the Covenant of the Nobility and Gentry to procure the Re- 
format ion, & to free the Kingdom + the Tyranny of the French-men, 
datedat Edinburgh 27. April 1560, Not only is the power and Fu- 
. riſdiftion. of the Pope aboliſhed, but of all them who had their Calling 
- from him. Pis, you know, always a good Argument that proves 
more than enough: And this, if it proves any thing, proves that 
Noblemen and e in that Covenant, aboliſhed the potoe- 
of Presbyters as well as the power of Biſhops: For, pray, had not the 
presby ters in thoſe Days, as much as the Biſhops, their Calling from 
the Pope ?.. Bur, what's plainer, than that all they did indeed in- 
tend was to Aboliſh, Paper what then is become of the Argu- 
ment, if there may be Biſpops as good Proteſtants, as Presbyters ? 
2. The firſt General Aſſembly of the Kirk of Scotland was held 
4 Edinburgh 20. Decemb. 1560, where. there was neither Biſhi 
nor Superintendent, but only Commiſhoners from the Kirks, Pres- 
byteries, and Burgbs. What?, Commiſhoners from Presbyreries, 
twenty years before there was a Presbytery in Scotland? But 
however, no Biſhop nor Supetimendent in that Aſiembly. True: But 
then tis as True that the Project of having Superintendents was 
laid, before that Aſſembly Sate; and a very few Moneths after, 
Superintendents were Inſtituted; And Rowe, They ſay, was not 
Built in one Day. But the next thing is moſt Conſiderable. For 
3. The firſt time that à Biſhop appeared in any Aſſembiy tuas in 
the Tear 1566, where. Fohn. Dowglas. Arch-Biſhap of St. Andrews 
came with a Commi ſſion granted by the Bucen, againſt which tbe 
4 n, did Remonſtrate, and againſt his uſing of his Old Authori- 
ly, under pretext of the Pucens Commiſſion; and they were no more 
troubled with them ſor ſeveral ſubſequent Aſſemblies. If there be one 
True word in all this, I am Content to loſe the Cauſe: The True 
matter of Fact is this, in ſhort. From the Cardinals Death, which 
happened Az. 1545 John Hamilteun Baſe Brother to the Earle of 
Arran continued Arch - Biſhop of St. Andrems till he Died Anno 
4570. No other Arch-Biſhop of St. Andrews ſo long as he Lived, 
- Anno 1572, By the Agreement at Leith, Arch+Biſhops,and Biſhops 
c- were to. be put in the Sees: ſhortly. after that Agreement 
John Douglas was made Arch-Biſhop. of St 41drem. He was 
tha received as ſuch by the next General Aſſembiy. He Are: 
k cr, 


Gt 


1 . ; : | 
ther. Biſhops Sate ſecurely 1 V. ov ſubſequent Aſſemblies.” 
For the Truth of this I appeal, not to Spotsrwoed only, but, to Cal. 
derwood & Petrie. Conſider then, whether it was probable that ſuch 
à Learn'd and wiſe Man as Sir Thomas Hope would have been ſo 

Careleſs of his Reputation, as to have offered to Obtrude on the 
Nation, a piece ot Hiſtory ſo notoriouſly Falſe. Theſe are the 
Loetter- man Evidences. W 
Mas. David has not ſo much as attempted to prove the Inlay:ng 
of Presbytery with the Reformation. The wiſer Man, He; If he 
had onlyforeborn to aſſert, that it wa- ſworn to by per ſons of all Ranks 
ebove an Hundred years ago. I know he meant, in the Negatroe 
Confeſion; The plain ſtory whereof is this. Arn. 1575 a Presby- 
terian party did indeed appear above board. It continued for ſome 
years to gather Strength; till, Au. 1580, It got an Act of an Aſ- 
ſembly at Dundee again Epiſcopacy : But that did not content 
them. They rais'd mighty Jealouſies againſt the King and his Court, 
as if they intended to re- introduce Popery. To convince his Sub- 
Jes ot his fincere Adherence to the Proteſtant Religion, His Ma- 

eſtie cauſed his Miniſter ohn Craig to Compile the Negative 
* Confeſſion in the Form of an Oath. Being ſo Compiled, the King, 
his Council and Family did firſt Swear and Subſcribe it, in the 
Month of January An. 1581.Then he ſent it in April thereafter 
to the Aſſembly. They were pleaſed with it. and concurr'd in the 


SBiubſcription of it. And it was not till this Aſſembly in April 1581 


that the Second Book of Diſcipline was Ratified: By clear Conſe- 
- quence therefore, when they Swore in the Negatrve Confeſſior, that 
They ſhould Continue in the Doctrine & Diſcipline of this Kirk, Com- 
mon Senſe will not allow char they Swore to the Diſeipline con- 
tain'd in that Second Boot. How could the King bind them by an 
Oath to continue in a Diſciline that, when the Oath was made, 
Had neither Civil nor Ecclefiaftical Sanction? If therefore any 
Form ef Government or D ici pline was Sworn to, it was Epiſcopacy : 
Epiſcopacy ſtood then Eftablifhed by Law: And who can Imagine, 
Mar Then was ſo unthinking, as to oblige men by Solemn Oath 
to Abjare a Form ot Government, which bad all his Laws for it? 
But what needs more? . Anno 1584. Epiſcopicy was by neu 
Tas Gonfume1, and An. "Ins The King preſs'd the Miniſters, 
to 


WW 


rer _ 
t6:049n theſe-Lavs by khelr Subfcri 10 lad Gaid:the Ermer 
the N. . 185. was the. 


the-Subſcribers:;, & h14 a bitter Invedive hefore tbr King; 
& che Bftetes. of:Pariiament againſt the Non-ſubſcribers 5 And may 
Reaſons were offered againſt Subſcription; And yet not one of the 
Non; ſubſoribers, not ot the Reaſouers agi iaſt Subſcription, had the 
Courage tochargeperjury.on either the 2 or Cage 80 linls- 
— they think on Epiſeopacy's doing char 4 b the Nr | 
Come ſaton. | 
Tue Truth is, Sir ene hens out Modern Presbyterium ab 
ficming.that our Reformation proceeded on the Principles of Pari- 
ty, but Imuft admire their Courage. 1 will not refer you to Bi- 
— pi\Cowpars Dicatologie, to readãt all over; Nor to Archbiſhop 
ſwoods /Refutatio: Libcki ; Mor to che accurate Piece lutituled 
FEES opacy not Ab j ur d bored Nor to the late Book called: 
Fundamental Charter of Presbytery,wherein tis as fully prov- 
ed, as Matter of batt can be, that Prelacy was the firſt Govertment 
che Reform d Church of Scar land. Till only give yourhs. D 
— Three old fresbyterian Witneſſess. 
of Gal/oway Aans 16 13 publiſh's n el f 
biveaking on him the Order; ſhortiy — was Entertain 
3 from 3 yterian: — — 
ions his Apology. As it appears 18 ers i@ 
— Two of them contain d fair Acknowledgments of * 9 
being the Govermnent of this Church at the Reformation. — | 
the Author of the firſt Letter, Fheſe are his Woeds (8 you 
—— VAT" - 167) Tougrant that from the beginning 
Reformation, till the 1 ” 4475 our Church | comented —— 4 
nh — & Superintes , Why then is it counted ſo — 
oithing thit Biſhops ſhuuluibe in it now-+ To the author ofthe 
Ee ter he writes thus .C Seeibid. p. 174) ; rr. 
once ſet _—_ aur £ it h f our C $0 y 
you. What: —— 4 Biſtoſ nine 
— ache — which our beft E Olde 
Faths ne Recoie'd before u hy call: you bereafter Hpiſeapu Go. 
virament,-The Romiſh Hierarchy ? Did Mr. Knox &: or Fahr 
ſeruyRemiſhHierarchy ? hir IO if you len rus: 465 5 


— 


, | b 28 | 
Obſeve Coupar cltes no ſuch Conceſſion from the ſecond Lemerg- 


which is an Argument of his integrity. Indeed; how copld he 
have cited ſuch Conceſſions from the. other two, 15 they had nog 


been in them, - We have, theo, two clear Presbyterian-Teſtimas ? 
My ThirdWitneſs is the kamous Callertoaod in a genuine-Piecy* 
6 


j 
of his. An. 1618 : To inform the Members of the Synod of Dort, 
concerning the Differences in Scotland about Church Government, : 
he wrote a Laine Epiſtle, under the borrowed: Name of Hicrom- 
mus Philadeiphus, with Byaſs towards his own party enough. An. 
16 20 Spagſio od publiſh'd a Refutat ion of it: And 4n. 1623 Cal. 
derwcol1 ſent abroad his Vindicetion of his Epiſtle. Tis written 
in Latine, and bound with his 4/tare Dumgſcenum, In which Via 
dicuion, (tho, io ſerve the-imerelts of his party, he mifrepreſems- 
very many Facts, as I can prove, if put to it, yet) he frankly, and 
more than once ackaowledges, That the fitſt Form of the Govenn - 
ment of our Reform'd. Church was Prelatical. He confeſſes that 
the Superintendents had the power Aulorandi, & - Exauttorand#: 
aſtores, of ordaining.and depoſing pariſti Miniſters. p. 19, Again. 
hat thoſe Superintendents were, exinenter &c. eminentiycloathi 
with power above other Paſtors. p. 21. Once more, That *tis true 
that they cauld ordun Paſtors and confirm then, Excommunicat,and”* 
Depoſe unportby Miniſters: Oc. p. 29. Nay, p. 103. and 107; He 
inexpreſs Terms acknowledges, That for the firft- 15 years after. 
the Reformation, prelatical Governmenr. continued without Oppg- 
ſition. Can any; Matter of Fact be made clearer than theſe three 
Witneſſes have made this, That a were nat reform'd on ihr Pra- 
Ples of Parity? + And. 5 N . 
What can be more evident than ho h-Ca/derwood and Petric's car 
eefsions as to this purpoſe, in their HiRories? |; it not their great 
care to maintain, that that Frelatical Form was only intended to be 
Temporary, to continue no longer than there ſhould be Men quali- 
fied for the Miniſtery enough > The Author of the Fundamentud 
Charter of Presbytery has indeed routed: them in this point, to a D. 

monfiration + But that's none of my preſent Buſineſs. All Task, is 
How -ridiculous had it been ia them to bear fo much pains, to bad 
eee 4he eee Buhope;' in dhefæ Dana, 
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Was only intendell to be T2. if it was none af all? I not 

"this like maintaining that Mas David, who, all his Lite, has ſhown 
"Himſelf a vigorous Man, was defign'd to be only 15 years a Woman? 
proceed we row to the next Argument, Which is + 4 
III. Presbytery is Incorporated in the Claim of Right, which 2 
become a Fundamental Charter of the civil Government &c. Leit: 
P. 1. I anſwerin two words. I. Presbytery is not at all EH 
VDliſbell in the claim of Right. Nothing there, but that Prelacy ought 
210 be Aboliſhed: And, on the Abo/itren of Prelacy, might not Era- 
Nin or Independency have been Eſtabliſhed, if the Nation had 
thought fit, as well as Presbytery? Il. Who knows-not that the 
preſent Civil Government was ſettled, before Presbytery was E- 
reed? The preſent Civil Government was ſettled in May 1689. 
'  tPrelacy was not Aboliſhed till Fw/y thereafter. Presbytery was 
not Erefted till June, 1690. What Dependence, then, whethet 
- "Natural or Legal, has the prefent Civil Conſtitution on Presbyrery? 
But then ſuppoſe Presbytery had been truely Eſtabliſned in the 
\ UYlaim of Right, ſhould it therefore have been'Unalterable? Had the 
Kingdom of Spain lately made anew c/aim of Right,” I doubt 18 

but Poßery had been in the Heart of it. And ſo I come to the laſt 
Argument, which is Fake ws 
AIV. That the Prelatiſts are Schiſmaticks. So the Letterman 
P. 3. 18. 19. And Mas. David, p. 59. Schiſm is certainly a great Sin, 
and ought not to be encouraged. But then the queſtion is, who 
is the Scottiſh Schiſmatick? Whether the Prelatiſt or the Presbyre- 
ian? The Prelatiſt; ſay our Authors. Not fo, ſay the Prela- 
-#ifts. Let the matter be tryed; ſay Theſe, by rhe Holy Scriptures 
and their beſt Interpreters, the principles of the firſt and pureſt 
"Ages. No, ſay our Authors, bur by the principles of the Scott iſi 
Reformation. What? ſay I, will you put the principles of rhe 
cottiſh Reformation in the Billance with the Scriptures, Interpret- 
ed by the Principles and practice of the firſt and pureſt Ages? Cer- 
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*tainly our Reformers themſelves were not ſo Petulant. But this 
is not all. - | 


The Prelatiſts are even content to he Tryed by the Principles of 
the Reformation. They are ſatisfyed that it be diligently enquir- 
_ ed into, Whether They,or the Presbyterians have made the Cteateſt 
"Th 49 | _—_—_ or 
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in Dollrine, Worſhip, Diſcipline, and Form 'of  Govern- 
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+» event: —_— Earneſt to have it impartially & Confcientiouſly 
Tryed and Weighed, what party was the firft, that, fince the Re- 


formation, Divided the Unrty of the Church, and did ſer v de pa- 
rate Connuniont. Let either our Bretheren's own Good Nature, 
- or Civil Authority oblige them to enter on a calm and Unbyafled 
- Diſcuſfion of thefe Enquiries, And the Prelatiſts ſhall heartily con- 
cCur with them. But what am I doing? IP v4 - ST A ; 
One of Mas. David's Arguments againſt Epiſcopacy, being cons 
tinued in our Church at the Reformation, I had almoft forgot; 
It is (b. 45. ) Why then were the former Biſhops ſent to England 
to receive Ordination? 1 anſwer, not becauſe, before that, our 
Church was govern'd by Paſtors acting in Parity; But, becauſe 


-" thoſe Biſhops were Viſe men, and therefore wil/ing to have Un- 


| queſtionable Orders. 3 
Thus, Sir, I have gr yous Taſte ( and no more but a Taße) 


— 82 * = 
ef what opinion I have of theſe two Gentlemens Performances, 
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